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In view of the follow remarks, reconsideration of the objections and rejections set forth in 
the outstanding Office Action of May 31, 2006 is respectfully requested. 

At the top of page 2 of the Office Action, the Examiner asserted that the amendments to 
paragraph [0017] of the original specification introduce new matter into the disclosure and, 
therefore, will not be entered. However, the amendments to paragraph [0017] as set forth in the 
previous Amendment were formal amendments made to provide antecedent basis for the claim 
language and consistency throughout the specification. As will be explained in detail below with 
reference to the claim language (which corresponds to the amended language of paragraph [0017] 
of the specification), these amendments to the specification are fully supported by the original 
disclosure. Consequently, the Examiner is respectfully requested to withdraw the objection to 
the amendments to the specification, and is requested to enter these amendments. 

On pages 2-4 of the Office Action, the Examiner rejected claims 15-34 under 35 U.S.C. § 
1 12, first paragraph, as failing to comply with the written description requirement. In particular, 
the Examiner appears to object to the description of several features recited in the claims, and 
these features are set forth in the following exemplary claim language from claim 15; 


